The Greater Boston Housing Report Card 2009: Positioning Boston in a Post-Crisis World by Barry Bluestone et al.
The Greater Boston Housing 
Report Card 2009





The Kitty and Michael Dukakis Center 
for Urban and Regional Policy
Northeastern University
for
The Boston Foundation and
Citizens’ Housing and Planning Association (CHAPA)
Edited by:
David Trueblood, The Boston Foundation
U n d e r s t a n d i n g  B o s t o n
 
October 2009
 Design: Kate Canfield, Canfield Design
Cover Photo: Richard Howard, Richard Howard Photography
© 2009 by the Boston Foundation. All rights reserved.
Kitty and Michael Dukakis Center for Urban and Regional Policy  
The Kitty and Michael Dukakis Center for Urban and Regional Policy conducts interdisciplinary research, in collabora-
tion with civic leaders and scholars both within and beyond Northeastern University, to identify and implement real 
solutions to the critical challenges facing urban areas throughout Greater Boston, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
and the nation. Founded in 1999 as a “think and do” tank, the Dukakis Center’s collaborative research and problem-
solving model applies powerful data analysis, a bevy of multidisciplinary research and evaluation techniques, and a 
policy-driven perspective to address a wide range of issues facing cities and towns. These include affordable housing, 
local economic development, workforce development, transportation, public finance, and environmental sustainability. 
The staff of the Dukakis Center works to catalyze broad-based efforts to solve urban problems, acting as both a convener 
and a trusted and committed partner to local, state, and national agencies and organizations. The Center is housed within 
Northeastern University’s innovative School of Public Policy and Urban Affairs.
Citizens’ Housing and Planning Association
Citizens’ Housing and Planning Association (CHAPA) is a statewide organization that represents the interests of all 
players in the housing and community development fields, including non-profit and for-profit developers, municipal 
officials, homeowners, tenants, bankers, real estate professionals, property managers, and government officials. The 
organization is a sponsor of many research projects concerned with housing and in 1998 commissioned a study from the 
Donahue Institute at the University of Massachusetts entitled “A Profile of Housing in Massachusetts.” This report began 
the work of measuring progress in key housing policy areas such as supply, affordability, and accessibility. Over the past 
five years, CHAPA has assisted in the funding and development of each of the Greater Boston Housing Report Cards.
The Boston Foundation 
The Boston Foundation, Greater Boston’s community foundation, is one of the oldest and largest community foun-
dations in the nation, with assets of almost $700 million. In Fiscal Year 2009, the Foundation and its donors made 
$86 million in grants to nonprofit organizations and received gifts of over $72 million. The Foundation is made up 
of some 900 separate charitable funds established by donors either for the general benefit of the community or for 
special purposes. The Boston Foundation also serves as a major civic leader, provider of information, convener, and 
sponsor of special initiatives designed to address the community’s and region’s most pressing challenges. For more 
information about the Boston Foundation, visit www.tbf.org or call 617-338-1700.
UNDERSTANDING BOSTON is a series of forums, educational events and research sponsored by the Boston Foundation 
to provide information and insight into issues affecting Boston, its neighborhoods, and the region. By working in 
collaboration with a wide variety of partners, the Boston Foundation provides opportunities for people to come together 
to explore challenges facing our constantly changing community and to develop an informed civic agenda.
We gratefully acknowledge Karl “Chip” Case, Tim Warren, Eleanor White, Ted Carman,  
Bonnie Heudorfer, Alan Pasnik, Tim Davis, Paul Willen, and Patrick Hart, who provided our research team  
with good counsel, important data sets, and an acute understanding of the Greater Boston housing market.
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percent ..Essentially, from 1992 through 2000, home prices 
rose in concert with economic activity – in the Common-
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July 2009: -4.8%



























































































































December.2003 1,634 .6 88 .0 147 .3 74 .7 118 .0 101 .1 127 .6 2,291 .3
March.2008 1,720 .1 89 .6 160 .1 78 .5 119 .0 101 .4 132 .6 2,401 .3
July.2009 1,669 .6 85 .4 156 .4 74 .2 115 .4 96 .7 130 .7 2,328 .4
Change.Dec.03.-.Mar.08 85 .5 1 .6 12 .8 3 .8 1 .0 0 .3 5 .0 110 .0
%.Change.Dec.03.-.Mar.08 5 .2% 1 .8% 8 .7% 5 .1% 0 .8% 0 .3% 3 .9% 4 .8%
Change.Mar.08.-.Jul.09 -50 .5 -4 .2 -3 .7 -4 .3 -3 .6 -4 .7 -1 .9 -72 .9
%.Change.Mar.08.-.Jul.09 -2 .9% -4 .7% -2 .3% -5 .5% -3 .0% -4 .6% -1 .4% -3 .0%
Change.Dec.03.-.Jul.09 35 .0 -2 .6 9 .1 -0 .5 -2 .6 -4 .4 3 .1 37 .1








71 .7% 3 .7% 6 .7% 3 .2% 5 .0% 4 .2% 5 .6% 100 .0%
Source:.U .S ..Bureau.of.Labor.Statistics,.Employment,.Hours,.and.Earnings.from.the.Current.Employment.Statistics.survey.(State.and.Metro.Area
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TABLE.2 .2
Greater	Boston	Demographic	Profile













Population 3,783,817 4,010,389 4,035,675 4,038,960 4,064,733 4,103,594 0 .64% 0 .96% 2 .32%
Households 1,410,238 1,533,041 1,524,296 1,525,803 1,527,074 1,548,583 0 .08% 1 .41% 1 .01%
Median.Household.
Income
$40,165 $55,109 $62,462 $64,691 $68,319 $71,139 5 .61% 4 .13% 29 .09%
Real.Median.Household.
Income.(2008$)
$66,164 $68,903 $68,859 $69,089 $70,942 $71,139 2 .68% 0 .28% 3 .25%
Median.Homeowner.
Income
N .A . $71,437 $81,886 $84,972 $89,642 $93,516 5 .50% 4 .32% 30 .91%
Real.Median.Homeowner.
Income.(2008$)
N .A . $89,319 $90,273 $90,748 $93,084 $93,516 2 .57% 0 .46% 4 .70%
Median.Renter.Income N .A . $34,204 $35,748 $36,251 $37,184 $39,727 2 .57% 6 .84% 16 .15%
Real.Median.Renter.
Income.(2008$)
N .A . $42,765 $39,409 $38,715 $38,611 $39,727 -0 .27% 2 .89% -7 .11%
Total.Housing.Units 1,510,420 1,593,023 1,625,201 1,639,335 1,647,315 1,656,640 0 .49% 0 .57% 3 .99%
Occupied.Units 1,412,190 1,532,549 1,524,296 1,525,803 1,527,074 1,548,583 0 .08% 1 .41% 1 .05%
Vacant.Units 98,230 60,474 100,905 113,532 120,241 108,057 5 .91% -10 .13% 78 .68%
Owner.Occupied.Units 812,660 916,817 956,373 965,434 968,595 967,704 0 .33% -0 .09% 5 .55%
Renter.Occupied.Units 599,530 615,732 567,923 560,369 558,479 580,879 -0 .34% 4 .01% -5 .66%
Median.Value.of.Owner.
Occupied.Units




4 .46 4 .06 6 .59 6 .51 6 .07 5 .62 -6 .82% -7 .39% 38 .52%
Median.Gross.Monthly.
Rent
$642 $786 $1,042 $1,070 $1,084 $1,130 1 .26% 4 .28% 43 .81%
Percent.of.Renter.Income.
Spent.on.Rent
N .A . 27 .5% 35 .0% 35 .4% 35 .0% 34 .1% -1 .13% -2 .57% 24 .00%
Renter.HHs.Paying.>30%.
of.Income.for.Rent
41 .7% 39 .2% 50 .1% 52 .4% 49 .3% 49 .3% -5 .92% -0 .07% 25 .68%
Renter.HHs.Paying.>50%.
of.Income.for.Rent
N .A . 18 .4% 25 .0% 25 .6% 25 .2% 25 .2% -1 .56% -0 .02% 36 .93%
Median.Monthly.Owner.
Cost.(w.mortgage)
$1,090 $1,508 $1,981 $2,148 $2,251 $2,305 4 .80% 2 .40% 52 .87%
Median.Monthly.Owner.
Cost.(w/o.mortgage)
$332 $461 $622 $683 $711 $754 4 .17% 6 .02% 63 .61%
Source:.U .S ..Census.Bureau,.1990.and.2000.Decennial.Censuses,.American.Community.Survey.2005-2008



























































































































































































1999 9,591 6,790 660 2,141
2000 9,563 -0 .3% 6,376 -6 .1% 660 0 .0% 2,527 18 .0%
2001 8,929 -6 .6% 5,604 -12 .1% 642 -2 .7% 2,683 6 .2%
2002 8,558 -4 .2% 5,531 -1 .3% 709 10 .4% 2,318 -13 .6%
2003 11,120 29 .9% 5,290 -4 .4% 1,067 50 .5% 4,763 105 .5%
2004 12,713 14 .3% 6,222 17 .6% 985 -7 .7% 5,506 15 .6%
2005 15,107 18 .8% 6,552 5 .3% 991 0 .6% 7,564 37 .4%
2006 12,332 -18 .4% 4,910 -25 .1% 1,180 19 .1% 6,242 -17 .5%
2007 9,772 -20 .8% 4,139 -15 .7% 636 -46 .1% 4,997 -19 .9%
2008 6,529 -33 .2% 2,682 -35 .2% 376 -40 .9% 3,471 -30 .5%
2009.(est .) 3,491 -46 .5% 2,183 -18 .6% 234 -37 .8% 1,074 -69 .1%
% Change, 
2000-2009 -63 .5% -65 .8% -64 .5% -57 .5%
% Change, 
2005-2009 -76 .9% -66 .7% -76 .4% -85 .8%
Note:.2009.estimates.based.on.the.percentage.of.permits.through.July.2008.applied.to.data.through.July.2009 .
Source:.U .S ..Census.Bureau,.Annual.New.Privately-Owned.Residential.Building.Permits.for.Essex,.Middlesex,.Norfolk,.Plymouth,.and.Suffolk.Counties

















































































Case-Shiller Home Price Index Housing Permit Index
1.0
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 est.










































































































1 Boston 512 1041 2
2 Tewksbury 417 48 55
3 Quincy 381 419 4
4 Randolph 284 9 144
5 Foxborough 275 23 101
6 Hingham 274 88 24
7 Chelsea 239 6 147
8 Lynnfield 217 31 81
9 Franklin 216 101 20
10 Plymouth 176 191 8
11 Saugus 171 177 9
12 Lowell 141 114 18
13 Everett 127 135 14
14 Canton 123 134 15
15 Groveland 82 75 32
2008	Rank	(from	Bottom)
Bottom	15
15 Lincoln 4 50 110
15 Avon 4 5 10
11 Essex 3 9 18
11 Somerville 3 4 7
11 Swampscott 3 10 21
4 Carlisle 2 7 16
4 Hamilton 2 1 2
4 Harvard 2 15 38
4 Malden 2 84 135
4 Nahant 2 1 2
4 Topsfield 2 4 7
4 Watertown 2 15 38
3 Wenham 1 18 53
1 Millville 0 10 21













1 Plymouth 141 164 1
2 Lowell 92 101 2
3 Needham 64 88 4
4 Littleton 58 21 79
5 Sudbury 55 79 7
6 Franklin 53 87 5
7 Lexington 52 61 21
8 Wellesley 51 69 12
8 Tewksbury 51 13 38
9 Westford 50 99 3
10 Acton 49 70 11
11 Haverhill 47 69 12
11 Methuen 47 68 16
12 Stow 45 55 30
13 Middleborough 44 69 12
2008	Rank	(from	Bottom)
Bottom	15
15 Carlisle 2 7 25
15 Hamilton 2 1 3
15 Harvard 2 7 25
15 Malden 2 18 68
15 Nahant 2 1 3
15 Topsfield 2 4 10
15 Millis 2 14 51
8 Wenham 1 18 68
8 Essex 1 7 25
8 Winthrop 1 0 1
1 Hopedale 0 5 14
1 Millville 0 4 10
1 Watertown 0 2 6
1 Medford 0 3 8
1 Chelsea 0 0 1












































1 Boston 410 820 2
2 Quincy 369 396 4
3 Tewksbury 364 5 37
4 Randolph 276 0 45
5 Foxborough 256 0 45
6 Chelsea 228 0 45
7 Hingham 223 5 37
8 Lynnfield 200 5 37
9 Franklin 163 14 33
10 Saugus 158 155 8
11 Canton 112 114 11
12 Everett 106 93 12
13 Groveland 74 60 16
14 Waltham 50 74 15

























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































MA US MA US MA US
All	Homebuyers
Median.Income $82,600. $71,800. $88,100 $74,900 6 .7% 4 .3%
%.with.Incomes.<$45,000 12% 21% 12% 19% 0 .0% -9 .5%
%.with.Incomes.<$55,000 19% 31% 22% 29% 15 .8% -6 .5%
%.with.Incomes.>$75,000 59% 48% 63% 50% 6 .8% 4 .2%
Median.Age 38 41 39 39 2 .6% -4 .9%
Median.Price.of.Home.Purchased $325,000 $214,000 $314,500 $204,000 -3 .2% -4 .7%
Median.Price.–.New.Home. $400,000 $250,000 $360,000 $248,000 -10 .0% -0 .8%
Median.Price.–.Previously.Owned.Home. $319,900 $200,000 $302,500 $189,000 -5 .4% -5 .5%
%.Who.Financed.Their.Purchase 86% 91% 90% 93% 4 .7% 2 .2%
%.Purchasing.Homes.Price.<$150,000 6% 28% 8% 30% 33 .3% 7 .1%
%.Purchasing.Homes.Price.<$200,000 18% 46% 18% 50% 0 .0% 8 .7%
%.Purchasing.Newly.Constructed.Home 11% 22% 16% 21% 45 .5% -4 .5%
Of.Newly.Constructed.Home.Buyers,..
%.Paying.<$200,000
0% 32% 12% 31% N .A . -3 .1%
Of.Newly.Constructed.Home.Buyers,..
%.Paying.<$300,000
16% 62% 33% 65% 106 .3% 4 .8%
Of.Newly.Constructed.Home.Buyers,..
%.Paying.>$500,000
37% 13% 23% 10% -37 .8% -23 .1%
%.Purchasing.Detached.Single-Family.Home 65% 75% 62% 78% -4 .6% 4 .0%
%.Purchasing.Townhouse/Row.House 8% 9% 7% 8% -12 .5% -11 .1%
%.Purchasing.Unit.in.Building.with.2-4.Units 12% 3% 10% 2% -16 .7% -33 .3%
%.Purchasing.Unit.in.Building.with.5.or.More.Units 13% 8% 18% 7% 38 .5% -12 .5%
Median.Size.(sq ..ft .) 1,688 1,815 1,590 1,825 -5 .8% 0 .6%
Price.per.Square.Foot.for.All.Homes $200 $118 $192 $109 -4 .0% -7 .6%
.....Detached.Single-Family $200 $112 $187 $105 -6 .5% -6 .3%
.....Townhouse $176 $136 $168 $132 -4 .5% -2 .9%
.....Unit.in.2-4.Unit.Structure $202 $129 $221 $119 9 .4% -7 .8%
.....Unit.in.Structure.with.5.or.More.Units $224 $189 $243 $184 8 .5% -2 .6%
.....Unit.in.Structure.with.5.or.More.Units $224 $189 $213 $199 -4 .9% 5 .3%




MA US MA US MA US
First	Time	Homebuyers
First.Time.Buyers.as.%.of.All.Homebuyers 45% 36% 48% 41% 6 .7% 13 .9%
Median.Age.of.First.Time.Buyers 32 32 31 30 -3 .1% -6 .3%
%.<.Age.25. 7% 12% 10% 12% 42 .9% 0 .0%
%.Between.25-34. 66% 51% 53% 54% -19 .7% 5 .9%
Median.Price.of.Home.Purchased $269,000 $165,000 $264,000 $165,000 -1 .9% 0 .0%
Median.Size.(sq ..ft .).for.First.Time.Homebuyers 1,483 1,516 1,410 1,580 -4 .9% 4 .2%
Median.Income $75,800 $58,300 $80,600 $60,600 6 .3% 3 .9%
%.with.Incomes.<$45,000 10% 32% 12% 28% 20 .0% -12 .5%
%.with.Incomes.<$55,000 25% 46% 25% 43% 0 .0% -6 .5%
%.with.Incomes.>$75,000 53% 30% 57% 33% 7 .5% 10 .0%
%.Purchasing.Detached.Single-Family.Home 63% 66% 55% 73% -12 .7% 10 .6%
%.Purchasing.Townhouse/Row.House 9% 13% 9% 10% 0 .0% -23 .1%
%.Purchasing.Unit.in.Building.with.2-4.Units 13% 3% 10% 2% -23 .1% -33 .3%
%.Purchasing.Unit.in.Building.with.5+.Units 13% 11% 23% 9% 76 .9% -18 .2%
%.Purchasing.Home.Costing.<$150,000 5% 44% 6% 43% 20 .0% -2 .3%
%.Purchasing.Home.Costing.<$200,000 22% 64% 23% 64% 4 .5% 0 .0%
Repeat	Homebuyers
Median.Price.of.Home.Purchased.by.Repeat.Buyers $370,000 $249,000 $367,500 $236,000 -0 .7% -5 .2%
Median.Income.Repeat.Buyers $91,900 $81,900 $100,500 $88,200 9 .4% 7 .7%
%.with.Incomes.<$45,000 12% 15% 14% 13% 16 .7% -13 .3%
%.with.Incomes.<$55,000 13% 23% 22% 20% 69 .2% -13 .0%
%.with.Incomes.>$75,000 68% 57% 35% 38% -48 .5% -33 .3%
%.Over.55 31% 30% 31% 31% 0 .0% 3 .3%
%.Purchasing.Detached.Single-Family.Home 66% 80% 68% 81% 3 .0% 1 .3%
%.Purchasing.Townhouse/Row.House 7% 7% 5% 7% -28 .6% 0 .0%
%.Purchasing.Unit.in.Building.with.2-4.Units 11% 3% 10% 2% -9 .1% -33 .3%
%.Purchasing.Unit.in.Building.with.5.or.More.Units 13% 6% 14% 6% 7 .7% 0 .0%
Source:.National.Association.of.Realtors,.2007 Profile of Home Buyers and Sellers Massachusetts Report; Massachusetts Association of Realtors 2008 Profile of Home Buyers and Sellers
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2005:2Q $395,500. 52% $1,554. 4 .5%
2008:3Q $347,000. -12% $1,739. 11 .9%
2009:2Q $326,000. -6% $1,723. -0 .9%
Source:.Warren.Group.Data,.Case-Shiller.Data,.Reis,.Inc .
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Arlington $1,100. $1,500. $1,300. $1,250. $1,250 $1,350 $1,350 13 .6% 0 .0%
Belmont $1,225. $1,600. $1,350. $1,350. $1,400 $1,300 $1,400 14 .3% 7 .7%
Brookline $1,400. $1,800. $1,650. $1,838. $1,800 $1,850 $2,000 28 .6% 8 .1%
Cambridge $1,400. $1,750. $1,550. $1,600. $1,575 $1,750 $1,975 12 .5% 12 .9%
Chelsea $1,100. $1,350. $1,195. $1,500. $1,300 $1,050 $1,250 18 .2% 19 .0%
Dedham $1,000. $1,275. $1,100. $1,200. $1,125 $1,025 $1,300 12 .5% 26 .8%
Everett $775. $1,200. $1,100. $975. $1,000 $1,100 $1,100 29 .0% 0 .0%
Framingham $1,075. $1,200
Lexington $1,300. $1,648. $1,600. $1,500. $1,800 $1,400 $1,400 38 .5% 0 .0%
Lynn $1,000. $999
Malden $850. $1,250. $1,175. $1,190. $1,125 $1,100 $1,100 32 .4% 0 .0%
Medford $950. $1,400. $1,200. $1,200. $1,200 $1,200 $1,250 26 .3% 4 .2%
Melrose $950. $1,400. $1,275. $1,295. $1,375 $1,173 $1,098 44 .7% -6 .4%
Needham n/a ** $1,350 $1,475. ** $1,625 $1,425 -12 .3%
Newton $1,300. $1,600. $1,450 $1,400. $1,450 $1,550 $1,650 11 .5% 6 .5%
Quincy $850. $1,250. $1,300 $1,250. $1,250 $1,050 $1,185 47 .1% 12 .9%
Revere $788. $1,288. $1,100 $1,098. $1,195 $950 $950 51 .6% 0 .0%
Somerville $1,050. $1,400. $1,298 $1,200. $1,250 $1,300 $1,200 19 .0% -7 .7%
Stoneham n/a n/a $1,225 ** $1,125 $1,150 $1,200 4 .3%
Waltham $975. $1,350. $1,250 $1,200. $1,150 $1,200 $1,230 17 .9% 2 .5%
Watertown $1,200. $1,500. $1,300 $1,250. $1,300 $1,300 $1,375 8 .3% 5 .8%
Winchester $1,050. $1,750. $1,350 $1,373. $1,448 $1,650 $1,585 37 .9% -3 .9%
Winthrop $900. $1,228. $1,200 $1,200. ** $1,200 $1,500 25 .0%












































$1,200 $1,500 $1,300 $1,300 $1,300 $1,400 $1,500 -13 .3% 7 .1%
Back.Bay/.
Beacon.Hill.
$1,900 $2,400 $2,250 $2,450 $2,600 $2,100 $2,625 8 .3% 25 .0%
Central. $2,200 $1,875 $2,200 $2,200 $2,300 $2,300 $2,400 22 .7% 4 .3%
Charlestown.. $1,400 $1,925 $1,650 $1,550 $1,650 $1,700 $2,300 -14 .3% 35 .3%
Dorchester.. $800 $1,295 $1,300 $1,200 $1,200 $1,300 $1,225 -7 .3% -5 .8%
East.Boston. ** $1,200 $1,100 $1,100 $1,200 $1,000 $1,175 0 .0% 17 .5%
Fenway/
Kenmore..
$1,350 $1,900 $1,498 $1,225 $1,598 $1,725 $1,650 -15 .9% -4 .3%
Hyde.Park.. $850 $1,275 $1,250 $1,200 $1,200 $1,400 $1,100 -5 .9% -21 .4%
Jamaica.Plain.. $1,100 $1,400 $1,325 $1,400 $1,525 $1,298 $1,600 8 .9% 23 .3%
Mattapan.. ** $1,250 $1,200 $1,200 $1,100 $1,225 $1,338 -12 .0% 9 .2%
Roslindale.. $900 $1,300 $1,225 $1,225 $1,200 $1,300 $1,400 -7 .7% 7 .7%
Roxbury.. ** $1,300 $1,250 $1,200 $895 $1,200 $1,463 -31 .2% 21 .9%
South.Boston.. $1,200 $1,500 $1,400 $1,400 $1,300 $1,200 $1,525 -13 .3% 27 .1%
South.End.. $1,500 $2,000 $1,950 $2,200 $2,350 $1,850 $2,050 17 .5% 10 .8%
West.Roxbury. $1,000 $1,400 $1,225 $1,250 $1,200 $1,150 $1,450 -14 .3% 26 .1%
Source:.Boston Sunday Globe,.compiled.by.City.of.Boston,.Department.of.Neighborhood.Development,.Real Estate Trends
**.Number.of.cases.too.small.for.statistical.significance .
Note:.Data.before.2007.are.for.median.rents.of.2-bedroom.apartments ...Data.for.years.after.2007.are.for.median.rents.of.1-,.2-,.and.3-.bedroom.
apartments,.so.data.are.not.directly.comparable ...Advertised.apartments.with.parking.are.excluded.from.the.sample . .




































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Boston-Worcester-Lawrence, MA-NH-ME-CT  CMSA
Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, NC-SC  MSA
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Atlanta,.GA.MSA 0 .70 0 .52 0 .49
Boston--Worcester--Lawrence,.MA--NH--ME--CT.CMSA 1 .00 1 .00 1 .00
Charlotte--Gastonia--Rock.Hill,.NC--SC.MSA 0 .64 0 .43 0 .51
Chicago-Gary-Kenosha,.IL-IN-WI.CMSA 0 .83 0 .76 0 .68
Cleveland-Akron,.OH.CMSA 0 .61 0 .42 0 .43
Dallas-Fort.Worth,.TX.CMSA 0 .52 0 .36 0 .41
Denver-Boulder-Greeley,.CO.CMSA 0 .93 0 .72 0 .77
Detroit-Ann.Arbor-Flint,.MI.CMSA 0 .69 0 .49 0 .31
Las.Vegas,.NV-AZ.MSA 0 .71 0 .92 0 .50
Los.Angeles-Riverside-Orange.County,.CA.CMSA 1 .06 1 .58 1 .11
Miami-Fort.Lauderdale,.FL.CMSA 0 .66 0 .99 0 .62
Minneapolis-St ..Paul,.MN-WI.MSA 0 .73 0 .70 0 .55
New.York-Northern.New.Jersey-Long.Island,.NY-NJ-CT--PA.CMSA 1 .06 1 .26 1 .18
Phoenix-Mesa,.AZ.MSA 0 .66 0 .83 0 .46
Portland-Salem,.OR--WA.CMSA 0 .86 0 .80 0 .84
San.Diego,.CA.MSA 1 .18 1 .64 1 .14
San.Francisco-Oakland-San.Jose,.CA.CMSA 1 .84 2 .21 1 .50
Seattle-Tacoma-Bremerton,.WA.CMSA 1 .02 0 .94 0 .99
Tampa-St ..Petersburg-Clearwater,.FL.MSA 0 .49 0 .63 0 .45
Washington-Baltimore,.DC-MD-VA-WV.CMSA 0 .84 1 .17 0 .96
Source:.U .S ..Census.Bureau,.2000.Census.Summary.File.3;.Case-Shiller.Home-Price.Index
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The.other.key.criterion.we.examined.to.track.trends.
in.intraregional.affordability.was.housing.density.
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2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009	(est.)
Single Family
Foreclosure.Petitions .561. .751. .821. .863. .1,533. .3,156. .6,196. .9,022. .6,259. .8,590.
Foreclosure.Deeds .244. .192. .135. .25. .50. .177. .792. .2,033. .3,022. .2,232.
Two/Three Family
Foreclosure.Petitions .117. .194. .193. .167. .250. .950. .2,523. .4,155. .2,896. .3,544.
Foreclosure.Deeds .84. .47. .31. .16. .18. .94. .412. .1,263. .2,044. .1,502.
Condominiums
Foreclosure.Petitions .18. .47. .64. .73. .213. .539. .1,362. .2,783. .2,109. .2,936.
Foreclosure.Deeds .99. .57. .51. .14. .17. .91. .258. .751. .1,560. .1,216.
Total
Foreclosure.Petitions .696. .992. .1,078. .1,103. .1,996. .4,645. .10,081. .15,960. .11,264. .15,070.
Foreclosure.Deeds .427. .296. .217. .55. .85. .362. .1,462. .4,047. .6,626. .4,950.
%.Single-Family:
Petitions 80 .6% 75 .7% 76 .2% 78 .2% 76 .8% 67 .9% 61 .5% 56 .5% 55 .6% 57 .0%
Deeds 57 .1% 64 .9% 62 .2% 45 .5% 58 .8% 48 .9% 54 .2% 50 .2% 45 .6% 45 .1%
%.Two/Three.Family:
Petitions 16 .8% 19 .6% 17 .9% 15 .1% 12 .5% 20 .5% 25 .0% 26 .0% 25 .7% 23 .5%
Deeds 19 .7% 15 .9% 14 .3% 29 .1% 21 .2% 26 .0% 28 .2% 31 .2% 30 .8% 30 .3%
%.Condominiums
Petitions 2 .6% 4 .7% 5 .9% 6 .6% 10 .7% 11 .6% 13 .5% 17 .4% 18 .7% 19 .5%
Deeds 23 .2% 19 .3% 23 .5% 25 .5% 20 .0% 25 .1% 17 .6% 18 .6% 23 .5% 24 .6%
.Source:.The.Warren.Group


























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































cated.to.the.Neighborhood Stabilization Program under.
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to.those.that.need.it ..Given.how.recently.the.program.
was.put.into.place,.there.has.yet.to.be.information.on.




























































The.Hope for Homeowners Act.was.established.as.a.part.


















tional.changes.to.the.Hope for Homeowners Act ..These.
amendments.to.the.original.bill.were.intended.to.










































































































































































































ated.a.Homeless Prevention and Rapid Re-housing Program.
(HPRP).through.which.it.has.provided.more.than.$1 .5.
billion.to.communities.throughout.the.country.using.







































































































































of.the.American Recovery and Reinvestment Act.to.assist.














































































































































































40R District Status (9/09)
Approved
Applied
Filed for Letter of Eligibility
Under Consideration
Source:.Community.Housing.Task.Force







































































































































State Spending State Capital Spending Estimates
FIGURE.7 .3
Total	Real	DHCD	Spending	(2009	dollars),	Including	Federal	Share	and	ARRA,	1989-2010			
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Abington 5,332 18 38 46 21% $290,000 $249,950 -14% Abington 56 57 22 0 .41% 170
Acton 7,645 49 74 75 1% $482,150 $473,000 -2% Acton 18 30 10 0 .13% Y 2003 0
Amesbury 6,570 17 43 44 2% $277,500 $295,000 6% Amesbury 42 50 33 0 .50% 0
Andover 11,513 30 132 122 -8% $535,150 $492,500 -8% Andover 37 28 8 0 .07% 0
Arlington 19,358 52 119 101 -15% $495,000 $475,000 -4% Arlington 23 7 10 0 .05% 145
Ashland 5,781 38 53 57 8% $407,500 $345,000 -15% Ashland 49 52 23 0 .40% Y 2003 162
Avon 1,737 4 13 10 -23% $289,900 $232,450 -20% Avon 16 15 10 0 .58% 0
Ayer 3,141 32 19 22 16% $240,000 $267,000 11% Ayer 31 40 18 0 .57% Y 2002 20
Bedford 4,692 36 33 32 -3% $485,000 $488,750 1% Bedford 6 7 1 0 .02% Y 2002 131
Bellingham 5,632 11 58 56 -3% $265,500 $228,500 -14% Bellingham 78 73 37 0 .66% 90
Belmont 9,936 15 73 58 -21% $717,000 $666,078 -7% Belmont 20 15 9 0 .09% 0
Berkley 1,870 20 17 $268,000 Berkley 13 10 8 0 .43% 0
Berlin 891 25 13 $450,000 Berlin 5 3 2 0 .22% 40
Beverly 16,150 13 120 104 -13% $355,000 $327,500 -8% Beverly 48 50 29 0 .18% 330
Billerica 13,055 39 132 110 -17% $315,000 $304,000 -3% Billerica 109 112 54 0 .41% 0
Blackstone 3,321 10 34 $225,650 Blackstone 34 36 16 0 .48% 0
Bolton 1,472 6 20 $405,000 Bolton 8 2 5 0 .34% 0
Boston 250,367 513 429 376 -12% $350,000 $313,750 -10% Boston 58 44 21 0 .01% 5,175
Boxboro 1,900 5 7 16 129% $545,000 $430,500 -21% Boxboro 11 8 9 0 .47% 0
Boxford 2,602 9 33 28 -15% $590,000 $518,725 -12% Boxford 18 16 3 0 .12% Y 2002 0
Braintree 12,924 24 104 113 9% $337,500 $310,000 -8% Braintree 74 61 28 0 .22% Y 2003 194
Bridgewater 7,639 30 55 52 -5% $303,000 $273,050 -10% Bridgewater 63 5 21 0 .27% Y 2006 0
Brockton 34,794 34 273 300 10% $204,000 $154,725 -24% Brockton 733 798 521 1 .50% 572
Brookline 26,224 50 77 39 -49% $1,065,000 $1,250,000 17% Brookline 30 17 9 0 .03% 99
Burlington 8,395 13 66 55 -17% $367,500 $370,000 1% Burlington 38 28 11 0 .13% 0
Cambridge 44,138 36 41 29 -29% $885,000 $846,500 -4% Cambridge 50 45 19 0 .04% Y 2002 370
Canton 8,129 123 56 52 -7% $463,700 $408,500 -12% Canton 37 23 12 0 .15% 105
Carlisle 1,647 2 25 24 -4% $850,000 $677,125 -20% Carlisle 2 3 1 0 .06% Y 2002 18
Carver 4,063 20 47 30 -36% $310,000 $290,950 -6% Carver 59 59 32 0 .79% Y 2007 0
Chelmsford 12,981 6 120 1 -99% $319,500 Chelmsford 66 66 29 0 .22% Y 2002 0
Chelsea 12,317 239 13 11 -15% $220,000 $160,000 -27% Chelsea 181 50 125 1 .01% 112
Cohasset 2,752 19 40 36 -10% $729,000 $650,000 -11% Cohasset 12 7 1 0 .04% Y 2002 0
Concord 6,095 14 76 65 -14% $705,000 $749,000 6% Concord 15 16 3 0 .05% Y 2005 0
Danvers 9,712 11 70 54 -23% $358,450 $319,000 -11% Danvers 42 53 17 0 .18% 0



































































Abington 5,332 18 38 46 21% $290,000 $249,950 -14% Abington 56 57 22 0 .41% 170
Acton 7,645 49 74 75 1% $482,150 $473,000 -2% Acton 18 30 10 0 .13% Y 2003 0
Amesbury 6,570 17 43 44 2% $277,500 $295,000 6% Amesbury 42 50 33 0 .50% 0
Andover 11,513 30 132 122 -8% $535,150 $492,500 -8% Andover 37 28 8 0 .07% 0
Arlington 19,358 52 119 101 -15% $495,000 $475,000 -4% Arlington 23 7 10 0 .05% 145
Ashland 5,781 38 53 57 8% $407,500 $345,000 -15% Ashland 49 52 23 0 .40% Y 2003 162
Avon 1,737 4 13 10 -23% $289,900 $232,450 -20% Avon 16 15 10 0 .58% 0
Ayer 3,141 32 19 22 16% $240,000 $267,000 11% Ayer 31 40 18 0 .57% Y 2002 20
Bedford 4,692 36 33 32 -3% $485,000 $488,750 1% Bedford 6 7 1 0 .02% Y 2002 131
Bellingham 5,632 11 58 56 -3% $265,500 $228,500 -14% Bellingham 78 73 37 0 .66% 90
Belmont 9,936 15 73 58 -21% $717,000 $666,078 -7% Belmont 20 15 9 0 .09% 0
Berkley 1,870 20 17 $268,000 Berkley 13 10 8 0 .43% 0
Berlin 891 25 13 $450,000 Berlin 5 3 2 0 .22% 40
Beverly 16,150 13 120 104 -13% $355,000 $327,500 -8% Beverly 48 50 29 0 .18% 330
Billerica 13,055 39 132 110 -17% $315,000 $304,000 -3% Billerica 109 112 54 0 .41% 0
Blackstone 3,321 10 34 $225,650 Blackstone 34 36 16 0 .48% 0
Bolton 1,472 6 20 $405,000 Bolton 8 2 5 0 .34% 0
Boston 250,367 513 429 376 -12% $350,000 $313,750 -10% Boston 58 44 21 0 .01% 5,175
Boxboro 1,900 5 7 16 129% $545,000 $430,500 -21% Boxboro 11 8 9 0 .47% 0
Boxford 2,602 9 33 28 -15% $590,000 $518,725 -12% Boxford 18 16 3 0 .12% Y 2002 0
Braintree 12,924 24 104 113 9% $337,500 $310,000 -8% Braintree 74 61 28 0 .22% Y 2003 194
Bridgewater 7,639 30 55 52 -5% $303,000 $273,050 -10% Bridgewater 63 5 21 0 .27% Y 2006 0
Brockton 34,794 34 273 300 10% $204,000 $154,725 -24% Brockton 733 798 521 1 .50% 572
Brookline 26,224 50 77 39 -49% $1,065,000 $1,250,000 17% Brookline 30 17 9 0 .03% 99
Burlington 8,395 13 66 55 -17% $367,500 $370,000 1% Burlington 38 28 11 0 .13% 0
Cambridge 44,138 36 41 29 -29% $885,000 $846,500 -4% Cambridge 50 45 19 0 .04% Y 2002 370
Canton 8,129 123 56 52 -7% $463,700 $408,500 -12% Canton 37 23 12 0 .15% 105
Carlisle 1,647 2 25 24 -4% $850,000 $677,125 -20% Carlisle 2 3 1 0 .06% Y 2002 18
Carver 4,063 20 47 30 -36% $310,000 $290,950 -6% Carver 59 59 32 0 .79% Y 2007 0
Chelmsford 12,981 6 120 1 -99% $319,500 Chelmsford 66 66 29 0 .22% Y 2002 0
Chelsea 12,317 239 13 11 -15% $220,000 $160,000 -27% Chelsea 181 50 125 1 .01% 112
Cohasset 2,752 19 40 36 -10% $729,000 $650,000 -11% Cohasset 12 7 1 0 .04% Y 2002 0
Concord 6,095 14 76 65 -14% $705,000 $749,000 6% Concord 15 16 3 0 .05% Y 2005 0
Danvers 9,712 11 70 54 -23% $358,450 $319,000 -11% Danvers 42 53 17 0 .18% 0


































































Dedham 8,893 13 104 80 -23% $375,000 $314,500 -16% Dedham 80 64 39 0 .44% 0
Dighton 2,261 21 14 $279,000 Dighton 22 10 13 0 .57% 0
Dover 1,874 13 24 16 -33% $968,750 $834,250 -14% Dover 5 4 2 0 .11% 0
Dracut 10,597 33 88 91 3% $264,000 $240,000 -9% Dracut 112 109 60 0 .57% Y 2002 0
Dunstable 933 12 11 5 -55% $413,000 $477,000 15% Dunstable 9 5 1 0 .11% Y 2007 0
Duxbury 5,103 31 63 57 -10% $610,000 $440,000 -28% Duxbury 29 1 3 0 .06% Y 2002 0
East.Bridgewater 4,423 25 29 38 31% $300,000 $251,450 -16% East.Bridgewater 49 33 18 0 .41% 0
Easton 7,596 19 73 $325,000 Easton 51 52 32 0 .42% Y 2002 0
Essex 1,357 3 11 8 -27% $425,000 $404,313 -5% Essex 5 11 2 0 .15% Y 2008 0
Everett 15,886 127 46 52 13% $261,750 $212,500 -19% Everett 245 68 132 0 .83% 160
Foxborough 6,260 275 50 37 -26% $375,000 $355,000 -5% Foxborough 48 8 20 0 .32% 64
Framingham 26,588 15 214 191 -11% $345,000 $286,000 -17% Framingham 378 339 179 0 .67% 818
Franklin 10,296 216 116 108 -7% $363,500 $417,500 15% Franklin 70 56 28 0 .27% 58
Georgetown 2,601 21 27 32 19% $350,000 $303,250 -13% Georgetown 22 16 9 0 .35% Y 2002 0
Gloucester 12,997 26 81 60 -26% $380,000 $278,750 -27% Gloucester 60 58 26 0 .20% Y 2010 80
Groton 3,339 11 36 24 -33% $403,750 $443,625 10% Groton 16 9 7 0 .21% Y 2006 0
Groveland 2,090 82 20 15 -25% $404,789 $300,000 -26% Groveland 18 16 9 0 .43% Y 2005 0
Halifax 2,804 5 25 20 -20% $282,000 $227,500 -19% Halifax 29 27 16 0 .57% 0
Hamilton 2,717 2 34 23 -32% $550,000 $375,000 -32% Hamilton 10 2 1 0 .04% Y 2006 0
Hanover 4,440 13 51 32 -37% $385,000 $343,290 -11% Hanover 29 36 13 0 .29% Y 2006 0
Hanson 3,167 19 42 25 -40% $280,000 $250,000 -11% Hanson 44 27 11 0 .35% Y 2009 0
Harvard 2,156 2 20 $430,000 Harvard 5 5 2 0 .09% Y 2002 0
Haverhill 23,675 55 149 134 -10% $270,000 $248,000 -8% Haverhill 299 282 182 0 .77% 149
Hingham 7,307 274 80 83 4% $609,580 $590,000 -3% Hingham 27 17 1 0 .01% Y 2002 60
Holbrook 4,145 14 35 45 29% $236,900 $219,900 -7% Holbrook 46 43 33 0 .80% 0
Holliston 4,861 25 56 55 -2% $345,000 $350,000 1% Holliston 28 32 17 0 .35% Y 2002 0
Hopedale 2,284 0 18 $206,750 Hopedale 14 9 5 0 .22% 0
Hopkinton 4,521 29 69 57 -17% $555,000 $445,000 -20% Hopkinton 25 23 15 0 .33% Y 2002 0
Hudson 7,144 27 44 53 20% $294,000 $262,500 -11% Hudson 49 43 19 0 .27% Y 2008 0
Hull 4,679 8 48 46 -4% $345,000 $283,500 -18% Hull 50 3 20 0 .43% 0
Ipswich 5,414 25 34 38 12% $379,500 $397,750 5% Ipswich 26 24 10 0 .18% 0
Kingston 4,370 28 49 39 -20% $350,000 $290,000 -17% Kingston 47 24 15 0 .34% Y 2006 0
Lakeville 3,385 19 29 27 -7% $309,000 $260,000 -16% Lakeville 29 7 19 0 .56% 22
Lancaster 2,103 11 16 $309,000 Lancaster 12 5 6 0 .29% 0
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Dedham 8,893 13 104 80 -23% $375,000 $314,500 -16% Dedham 80 64 39 0 .44% 0
Dighton 2,261 21 14 $279,000 Dighton 22 10 13 0 .57% 0
Dover 1,874 13 24 16 -33% $968,750 $834,250 -14% Dover 5 4 2 0 .11% 0
Dracut 10,597 33 88 91 3% $264,000 $240,000 -9% Dracut 112 109 60 0 .57% Y 2002 0
Dunstable 933 12 11 5 -55% $413,000 $477,000 15% Dunstable 9 5 1 0 .11% Y 2007 0
Duxbury 5,103 31 63 57 -10% $610,000 $440,000 -28% Duxbury 29 1 3 0 .06% Y 2002 0
East.Bridgewater 4,423 25 29 38 31% $300,000 $251,450 -16% East.Bridgewater 49 33 18 0 .41% 0
Easton 7,596 19 73 $325,000 Easton 51 52 32 0 .42% Y 2002 0
Essex 1,357 3 11 8 -27% $425,000 $404,313 -5% Essex 5 11 2 0 .15% Y 2008 0
Everett 15,886 127 46 52 13% $261,750 $212,500 -19% Everett 245 68 132 0 .83% 160
Foxborough 6,260 275 50 37 -26% $375,000 $355,000 -5% Foxborough 48 8 20 0 .32% 64
Framingham 26,588 15 214 191 -11% $345,000 $286,000 -17% Framingham 378 339 179 0 .67% 818
Franklin 10,296 216 116 108 -7% $363,500 $417,500 15% Franklin 70 56 28 0 .27% 58
Georgetown 2,601 21 27 32 19% $350,000 $303,250 -13% Georgetown 22 16 9 0 .35% Y 2002 0
Gloucester 12,997 26 81 60 -26% $380,000 $278,750 -27% Gloucester 60 58 26 0 .20% Y 2010 80
Groton 3,339 11 36 24 -33% $403,750 $443,625 10% Groton 16 9 7 0 .21% Y 2006 0
Groveland 2,090 82 20 15 -25% $404,789 $300,000 -26% Groveland 18 16 9 0 .43% Y 2005 0
Halifax 2,804 5 25 20 -20% $282,000 $227,500 -19% Halifax 29 27 16 0 .57% 0
Hamilton 2,717 2 34 23 -32% $550,000 $375,000 -32% Hamilton 10 2 1 0 .04% Y 2006 0
Hanover 4,440 13 51 32 -37% $385,000 $343,290 -11% Hanover 29 36 13 0 .29% Y 2006 0
Hanson 3,167 19 42 25 -40% $280,000 $250,000 -11% Hanson 44 27 11 0 .35% Y 2009 0
Harvard 2,156 2 20 $430,000 Harvard 5 5 2 0 .09% Y 2002 0
Haverhill 23,675 55 149 134 -10% $270,000 $248,000 -8% Haverhill 299 282 182 0 .77% 149
Hingham 7,307 274 80 83 4% $609,580 $590,000 -3% Hingham 27 17 1 0 .01% Y 2002 60
Holbrook 4,145 14 35 45 29% $236,900 $219,900 -7% Holbrook 46 43 33 0 .80% 0
Holliston 4,861 25 56 55 -2% $345,000 $350,000 1% Holliston 28 32 17 0 .35% Y 2002 0
Hopedale 2,284 0 18 $206,750 Hopedale 14 9 5 0 .22% 0
Hopkinton 4,521 29 69 57 -17% $555,000 $445,000 -20% Hopkinton 25 23 15 0 .33% Y 2002 0
Hudson 7,144 27 44 53 20% $294,000 $262,500 -11% Hudson 49 43 19 0 .27% Y 2008 0
Hull 4,679 8 48 46 -4% $345,000 $283,500 -18% Hull 50 3 20 0 .43% 0
Ipswich 5,414 25 34 38 12% $379,500 $397,750 5% Ipswich 26 24 10 0 .18% 0
Kingston 4,370 28 49 39 -20% $350,000 $290,000 -17% Kingston 47 24 15 0 .34% Y 2006 0
Lakeville 3,385 19 29 27 -7% $309,000 $260,000 -16% Lakeville 29 7 19 0 .56% 22
Lancaster 2,103 11 16 $309,000 Lancaster 12 5 6 0 .29% 0
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Lawrence 25,540 21 78 74 -5% $175,548 $142,450 -19% Lawrence 510 532 416 1 .63% 460
Lexington 11,274 60 159 140 -12% $720,000 $663,750 -8% Lexington 21 23 5 0 .04% Y 2007 78
Lincoln 2,076 4 20 14 -30% $1,140,000 $1,060,626 -7% Lincoln 0 2 0 0 .00% Y 2003 125
Littleton 3,018 62 27 25 -7% $340,000 $337,000 -1% Littleton 10 12 4 0 .13% Y 2008 0
Lowell 39,381 141 183 196 7% $196,000 $185,000 -6% Lowell 474 509 344 0 .87% 786
Lynn 34,569 22 171 214 25% $217,000 $187,500 -14% Lynn 648 443 452 1 .31% 413
Lynnfield 4,249 217 47 31 -34% $490,000 $452,000 -8% Lynnfield 32 4 3 0 .07% 0
Malden 23,561 2 77 75 -3% $300,000 $249,000 -17% Malden 229 41 128 0 .54% 237
Manchester 2,219 9 31 27 -13% $710,000 $650,000 -8% Manchester 4 0 4 0 .18% Y 2006 0
Mansfield 8,083 14 42 $357,000 Mansfield 36 53 22 0 .27% 0
Marblehead 8,746 5 81 66 -19% $518,000 $446,750 -14% Marblehead 29 21 16 0 .18% 0
Marlborough 14,846 17 111 104 -6% $319,000 $257,500 -19% Marlborough 229 236 153 1 .03% 0
Marshfield 9,117 21 94 89 -5% $386,000 $300,000 -22% Marshfield 103 101 26 0 .29% Y 2002 0
Maynard 4,398 38 41 47 15% $331,880 $280,000 -16% Maynard 24 23 10 0 .23% Y 2007 56
Medfield 4,038 9 49 48 -2% $525,000 $505,600 -4% Medfield 20 8 7 0 .17% 0
Medford 22,631 4 112 90 -20% $360,000 $325,000 -10% Medford 143 78 55 0 .24% 93
Medway 4,243 8 55 52 -5% $339,000 $313,000 -8% Medway 30 21 16 0 .38% Y 2002 0
Melrose 11,200 43 85 66 -22% $410,000 $389,375 -5% Melrose 44 35 11 0 .10% 0
Mendon 1,870 5 12 $332,000 Mendon 15 19 9 0 .48% Y 2004 0
Merrimac 2,281 32 10 22 120% $283,400 $280,375 -1% Merrimac 19 12 7 0 .31% 24
Methuen 16,848 59 162 129 -20% $278,700 $235,000 -16% Methuen 176 174 103 0 .61% 160
Middleborough 7,195 63 71 57 -20% $281,900 $255,000 -10% Middleborough 77 17 42 0 .58% 16
Middleton 2,337 29 22 21 -5% $430,000 $540,000 26% Middleton 3 14 6 0 .26% Y 2005 48
Milford 10,682 24 70 $272,750 Milford 141 139 89 0 .83% 61
Millis 3,060 6 34 20 -41% $322,500 $325,000 1% Millis 19 20 11 0 .36% Y 2008 0
Millville 956 0 8 $186,000 Millville 14 23 14 1 .46% 0
Milton 9,142 11 118 99 -16% $445,000 $435,000 -2% Milton 61 13 24 0 .26% 139
Nahant 1,676 2 10 11 10% $365,000 $416,000 14% Nahant 9 9 4 0 .24% Y 2005 0
Natick 13,337 33 109 100 -8% $390,000 $432,500 11% Natick 38 37 23 0 .17% 0
Needham 10,793 64 142 142 0% $632,000 $617,500 -2% Needham 15 9 3 0 .03% Y 2006 61
Newbury 2,614 18 34 20 -41% $400,500 $333,750 -17% Newbury 10 13 3 0 .11% 0
Newburyport 7,717 18 79 46 -42% $460,000 $395,000 -14% Newburyport 20 24 11 0 .14% Y 2004 0
Newton 31,857 70 276 206 -25% $741,950 $722,500 -3% Newton 63 50 14 0 .04% Y 2002 206
Norfolk 2,851 10 55 34 -38% $475,000 $425,000 -11% Norfolk 14 2 4 0 .14% Y 2002 0
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Lawrence 25,540 21 78 74 -5% $175,548 $142,450 -19% Lawrence 510 532 416 1 .63% 460
Lexington 11,274 60 159 140 -12% $720,000 $663,750 -8% Lexington 21 23 5 0 .04% Y 2007 78
Lincoln 2,076 4 20 14 -30% $1,140,000 $1,060,626 -7% Lincoln 0 2 0 0 .00% Y 2003 125
Littleton 3,018 62 27 25 -7% $340,000 $337,000 -1% Littleton 10 12 4 0 .13% Y 2008 0
Lowell 39,381 141 183 196 7% $196,000 $185,000 -6% Lowell 474 509 344 0 .87% 786
Lynn 34,569 22 171 214 25% $217,000 $187,500 -14% Lynn 648 443 452 1 .31% 413
Lynnfield 4,249 217 47 31 -34% $490,000 $452,000 -8% Lynnfield 32 4 3 0 .07% 0
Malden 23,561 2 77 75 -3% $300,000 $249,000 -17% Malden 229 41 128 0 .54% 237
Manchester 2,219 9 31 27 -13% $710,000 $650,000 -8% Manchester 4 0 4 0 .18% Y 2006 0
Mansfield 8,083 14 42 $357,000 Mansfield 36 53 22 0 .27% 0
Marblehead 8,746 5 81 66 -19% $518,000 $446,750 -14% Marblehead 29 21 16 0 .18% 0
Marlborough 14,846 17 111 104 -6% $319,000 $257,500 -19% Marlborough 229 236 153 1 .03% 0
Marshfield 9,117 21 94 89 -5% $386,000 $300,000 -22% Marshfield 103 101 26 0 .29% Y 2002 0
Maynard 4,398 38 41 47 15% $331,880 $280,000 -16% Maynard 24 23 10 0 .23% Y 2007 56
Medfield 4,038 9 49 48 -2% $525,000 $505,600 -4% Medfield 20 8 7 0 .17% 0
Medford 22,631 4 112 90 -20% $360,000 $325,000 -10% Medford 143 78 55 0 .24% 93
Medway 4,243 8 55 52 -5% $339,000 $313,000 -8% Medway 30 21 16 0 .38% Y 2002 0
Melrose 11,200 43 85 66 -22% $410,000 $389,375 -5% Melrose 44 35 11 0 .10% 0
Mendon 1,870 5 12 $332,000 Mendon 15 19 9 0 .48% Y 2004 0
Merrimac 2,281 32 10 22 120% $283,400 $280,375 -1% Merrimac 19 12 7 0 .31% 24
Methuen 16,848 59 162 129 -20% $278,700 $235,000 -16% Methuen 176 174 103 0 .61% 160
Middleborough 7,195 63 71 57 -20% $281,900 $255,000 -10% Middleborough 77 17 42 0 .58% 16
Middleton 2,337 29 22 21 -5% $430,000 $540,000 26% Middleton 3 14 6 0 .26% Y 2005 48
Milford 10,682 24 70 $272,750 Milford 141 139 89 0 .83% 61
Millis 3,060 6 34 20 -41% $322,500 $325,000 1% Millis 19 20 11 0 .36% Y 2008 0
Millville 956 0 8 $186,000 Millville 14 23 14 1 .46% 0
Milton 9,142 11 118 99 -16% $445,000 $435,000 -2% Milton 61 13 24 0 .26% 139
Nahant 1,676 2 10 11 10% $365,000 $416,000 14% Nahant 9 9 4 0 .24% Y 2005 0
Natick 13,337 33 109 100 -8% $390,000 $432,500 11% Natick 38 37 23 0 .17% 0
Needham 10,793 64 142 142 0% $632,000 $617,500 -2% Needham 15 9 3 0 .03% Y 2006 61
Newbury 2,614 18 34 20 -41% $400,500 $333,750 -17% Newbury 10 13 3 0 .11% 0
Newburyport 7,717 18 79 46 -42% $460,000 $395,000 -14% Newburyport 20 24 11 0 .14% Y 2004 0
Newton 31,857 70 276 206 -25% $741,950 $722,500 -3% Newton 63 50 14 0 .04% Y 2002 206
Norfolk 2,851 10 55 34 -38% $475,000 $425,000 -11% Norfolk 14 2 4 0 .14% Y 2002 0
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North.Andover 9,896 29 85 87 2% $500,500 $425,000 -15% North.Andover 55 61 21 0 .21% Y 2002 0
North.Reading 4,839 18 45 44 -2% $392,000 $372,549 -5% North.Reading 27 8 17 0 .35% 0
Norton 5,942 34 47 $270,000 Norton 63 22 34 0 .57% 24
Norwell 3,299 10 60 45 -25% $643,900 $555,000 -14% Norwell 16 20 3 0 .09% Y 2003 0
Norwood 11,911 10 69 58 -16% $359,000 $329,250 -8% Norwood 46 29 16 0 .13% 35
Peabody 18,838 41 134 122 -9% $335,000 $277,500 -17% Peabody 153 130 70 0 .37% Y 2002 411
Pembroke 5,834 23 53 54 2% $329,000 $302,250 -8% Pembroke 58 48 18 0 .31% Y 2008 0
Pepperell 3,905 9 25 29 16% $310,000 $268,000 -14% Pepperell 24 17 8 0 .20% 40
Plainville 3,088 13 18 19 6% $337,500 $304,000 -10% Plainville 14 16 8 0 .26% 0
Plymouth 19,008 176 254 203 -20% $313,750 $266,000 -15% Plymouth 248 235 121 0 .64% Y 2003 158
Plympton 865 5 9 8 -11% $280,000 $222,500 -21% Plympton 9 10 4 0 .46% Y 2009 0
Quincy 39,912 381 195 176 -10% $330,000 $309,950 -6% Quincy 160 161 74 0 .19% Y 2007 361
Randolph 11,497 284 107 119 11% $262,900 $210,000 -20% Randolph 216 138 120 1 .04% Y 2006 0
Raynham 4,197 20 40 $298,750 Raynham 39 14 11 0 .26% 0
Reading 8,811 14 80 85 6% $394,500 $400,000 1% Reading 33 6 18 0 .20% 113
Revere 20,102 17 67 69 3% $250,000 $210,000 -16% Revere 311 81 176 0 .88% 0
Rockland 6,632 35 41 40 -2% $279,900 $265,000 -5% Rockland 79 21 21 0 .32% 204
Rockport 3,652 10 28 21 -25% $414,150 $383,000 -8% Rockport 11 9 2 0 .05% Y 2003 30
Rowley 1,985 23 22 11 -50% $417,500 $460,000 10% Rowley 19 16 7 0 .35% Y 2002 0
Salem 18,103 10 56 75 34% $303,500 $275,000 -9% Salem 127 146 68 0 .38% 322
Salisbury 3,456 13 19 20 5% $305,000 $272,950 -11% Salisbury 27 23 11 0 .32% 0
Saugus 10,111 171 107 76 -29% $305,000 $257,200 -16% Saugus 95 109 61 0 .60% 266
Scituate 6,869 14 97 73 -25% $420,000 $420,000 0% Scituate 47 38 14 0 .20% Y 2003 0
Sharon 6,006 29 94 71 -24% $343,000 $350,000 2% Sharon 31 33 16 0 .27% Y 2006 0
Sherborn 1,449 6 12 14 17% $857,750 $696,075 -19% Sherborn 1 0 2 0 .14% 0
Shirley 2,140 7 12 14 17% $369,725 $254,000 -31% Shirley 13 14 8 0 .37% 0
Somerville 32,389 3 30 27 -10% $390,500 $386,500 -1% Somerville 110 111 53 0 .16% 537
Southborough 2,988 10 28 $339,950 Southborough 16 10 2 0 .07% Y 2004 0
Stoneham 9,231 5 69 62 -10% $378,000 $348,000 -8% Stoneham 43 4 21 0 .23% 194
Stoughton 10,429 6 102 83 -19% $301,000 $262,130 -13% Stoughton 106 122 44 0 .42% Y 2009 232
Stow 2,108 45 20 19 -5% $410,000 $380,000 -7% Stow 8 9 2 0 .09% Y 2002 0
Sudbury 5,582 55 78 66 -15% $549,350 $587,000 7% Sudbury 12 11 8 0 .14% Y 2003 0
Swampscott 5,804 3 46 27 -41% $437,050 $345,000 -21% Swampscott 44 24 21 0 .36% 0
Taunton 22,874 51 122 $212,500 Taunton 235 117 142 0 .62% 319
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North.Andover 9,896 29 85 87 2% $500,500 $425,000 -15% North.Andover 55 61 21 0 .21% Y 2002 0
North.Reading 4,839 18 45 44 -2% $392,000 $372,549 -5% North.Reading 27 8 17 0 .35% 0
Norton 5,942 34 47 $270,000 Norton 63 22 34 0 .57% 24
Norwell 3,299 10 60 45 -25% $643,900 $555,000 -14% Norwell 16 20 3 0 .09% Y 2003 0
Norwood 11,911 10 69 58 -16% $359,000 $329,250 -8% Norwood 46 29 16 0 .13% 35
Peabody 18,838 41 134 122 -9% $335,000 $277,500 -17% Peabody 153 130 70 0 .37% Y 2002 411
Pembroke 5,834 23 53 54 2% $329,000 $302,250 -8% Pembroke 58 48 18 0 .31% Y 2008 0
Pepperell 3,905 9 25 29 16% $310,000 $268,000 -14% Pepperell 24 17 8 0 .20% 40
Plainville 3,088 13 18 19 6% $337,500 $304,000 -10% Plainville 14 16 8 0 .26% 0
Plymouth 19,008 176 254 203 -20% $313,750 $266,000 -15% Plymouth 248 235 121 0 .64% Y 2003 158
Plympton 865 5 9 8 -11% $280,000 $222,500 -21% Plympton 9 10 4 0 .46% Y 2009 0
Quincy 39,912 381 195 176 -10% $330,000 $309,950 -6% Quincy 160 161 74 0 .19% Y 2007 361
Randolph 11,497 284 107 119 11% $262,900 $210,000 -20% Randolph 216 138 120 1 .04% Y 2006 0
Raynham 4,197 20 40 $298,750 Raynham 39 14 11 0 .26% 0
Reading 8,811 14 80 85 6% $394,500 $400,000 1% Reading 33 6 18 0 .20% 113
Revere 20,102 17 67 69 3% $250,000 $210,000 -16% Revere 311 81 176 0 .88% 0
Rockland 6,632 35 41 40 -2% $279,900 $265,000 -5% Rockland 79 21 21 0 .32% 204
Rockport 3,652 10 28 21 -25% $414,150 $383,000 -8% Rockport 11 9 2 0 .05% Y 2003 30
Rowley 1,985 23 22 11 -50% $417,500 $460,000 10% Rowley 19 16 7 0 .35% Y 2002 0
Salem 18,103 10 56 75 34% $303,500 $275,000 -9% Salem 127 146 68 0 .38% 322
Salisbury 3,456 13 19 20 5% $305,000 $272,950 -11% Salisbury 27 23 11 0 .32% 0
Saugus 10,111 171 107 76 -29% $305,000 $257,200 -16% Saugus 95 109 61 0 .60% 266
Scituate 6,869 14 97 73 -25% $420,000 $420,000 0% Scituate 47 38 14 0 .20% Y 2003 0
Sharon 6,006 29 94 71 -24% $343,000 $350,000 2% Sharon 31 33 16 0 .27% Y 2006 0
Sherborn 1,449 6 12 14 17% $857,750 $696,075 -19% Sherborn 1 0 2 0 .14% 0
Shirley 2,140 7 12 14 17% $369,725 $254,000 -31% Shirley 13 14 8 0 .37% 0
Somerville 32,389 3 30 27 -10% $390,500 $386,500 -1% Somerville 110 111 53 0 .16% 537
Southborough 2,988 10 28 $339,950 Southborough 16 10 2 0 .07% Y 2004 0
Stoneham 9,231 5 69 62 -10% $378,000 $348,000 -8% Stoneham 43 4 21 0 .23% 194
Stoughton 10,429 6 102 83 -19% $301,000 $262,130 -13% Stoughton 106 122 44 0 .42% Y 2009 232
Stow 2,108 45 20 19 -5% $410,000 $380,000 -7% Stow 8 9 2 0 .09% Y 2002 0
Sudbury 5,582 55 78 66 -15% $549,350 $587,000 7% Sudbury 12 11 8 0 .14% Y 2003 0
Swampscott 5,804 3 46 27 -41% $437,050 $345,000 -21% Swampscott 44 24 21 0 .36% 0
Taunton 22,874 51 122 $212,500 Taunton 235 117 142 0 .62% 319
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Tewksbury 10,125 417 92 79 -14% $319,450 $299,900 -6% Tewksbury 76 41 27 0 .27% Y 2007 0
Topsfield 2,126 2 19 22 16% $473,000 $437,730 -7% Topsfield 8 10 2 0 .09% 0
Townsend 3,162 14 38 35 -8% $252,250 $238,000 -6% Townsend 29 22 10 0 .32% 0
Tyngsborough 3,784 16 29 26 -10% $328,750 $342,500 4% Tyngsborough 20 23 16 0 .42% Y 2002 0
Upton 2,083 23 13 $349,000 Upton 11 1 7 0 .34% Y 2004 89
Wakefield 9,914 69 75 80 7% $375,000 $372,500 -1% Wakefield 48 8 24 0 .24% 25
Walpole 8,202 39 69 71 3% $400,000 $334,000 -17% Walpole 44 13 9 0 .11% 0
Waltham 23,749 76 126 95 -25% $405,000 $380,000 -6% Waltham 67 55 23 0 .10% Y 2006 0
Wareham 8,650 27 90 98 9% $224,250 $206,675 -8% Wareham 116 112 65 0 .75% Y 2003 0
Watertown 14,959 2 44 43 -2% $440,000 $405,000 -8% Watertown 43 40 12 0 .08% 156
Wayland 4,703 5 58 49 -16% $509,000 $476,000 -6% Wayland 19 17 6 0 .13% Y 2002 0
Wellesley 8,789 51 171 95 -44% $1,084,500 $1,060,000 -2% Wellesley 16 13 74 0 .84% Y 2003 125
Wenham 1,310 1 17 7 -59% $480,000 $470,000 -2% Wenham 6 3 1 0 .08% Y 2006 0
West.Bridgewater 2,507 5 22 17 -23% $288,500 $242,000 -16% West.Bridgewater 18 8 7 0 .28% Y 2009 0
West.Newbury 1,414 15 19 16 -16% $570,000 $443,000 -22% West.Newbury 2 7 3 0 .21% Y 2007 0
Westford 6,877 50 73 68 -7% $430,000 $427,500 -1% Westford 32 26 12 0 .17% Y 2002 0
Weston 3,796 33 69 42 -39% $1,210,000 $1,025,000 -15% Weston 13 8 3 0 .08% Y 2002 0
Westwood 5,218 13 74 58 -22% $539,050 $536,500 0% Westwood 10 8 5 0 .10% 32
Weymouth 22,471 36 130 163 25% $288,750 $285,000 -1% Weymouth 134 131 78 0 .35% Y 2006 378
Whitman 5,100 31 39 37 -5% $257,000 $289,000 12% Whitman 56 3 42 0 .82% 0
Wilmington 7,141 25 68 70 3% $331,000 $345,000 4% Wilmington 51 15 17 0 .24% 0
Winchester 7,860 24 118 80 -32% $757,500 $677,000 -11% Winchester 20 18 1 0 .01% 18
Winthrop 8,009 6 23 32 39% $361,000 $283,750 -21% Winthrop 51 8 22 0 .27% 0
Woburn 15,312 10 116 92 -21% $330,000 $323,250 -2% Woburn 76 67 36 0 .24% 0
Wrentham 3,477 17 38 35 -8% $430,000 $410,000 -5% Wrentham 31 18 8 0 .23% 0
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Data.on.building.permits.are.taken.from.the.U .S ..Census.Building.Permits.Survey .. . . . . . . .
Data.on.Expiring.Use.Units.at.Risk.come.from.the.Community.Economic.Development.Assistance.Corporation.(CEDAC),.Expiring.Use.Database,.
available.from.the.Citizens’.Housing.and.Planning.Association.(http://www .chapa .org/pdf/ExpUseJuly09 .pdf) ... . . . . . . .
. . . . . .
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Appendix	B		Matrix	of	Municipalities	for	Affordability	Analysis
LOW	DENSITY MEDIUM	DENSITY HIGH	DENSITY
High-Income, Low-Density (28) High-Income, Medium-Density (16) High-Income, High-Density (8)
Bolton Norwell Acton Belmont
Boxborough Sherborn Andover Burlington
Boxford Southborough Bedford Marblehead
Carlisle Stow Cohasset Needham
Concord Sudbury Hanover Newton
Dover Topsfield Hingham Reading
Dunstable Upton Holliston Wellesley









Medium-Income, Low-Density (18) Medium-Income, Medium-Density (22) Medium-Income, High-Density (14)
Berkley Norton Ashland Hudson Arlington Swampscott
Berlin Pepperell Bellingham Mansfield Braintree Wakefield
Dighton Plympton Billerica Marshfield Brookline Watertown
Essex Raynham Bridgewater Merrimac Danvers
Groveland Rowley Canton Millis Dedham
Hamilton Townsend Chelmsford North.Andover Maynard
Hanson Tyngsborough East.Bridgewater Pembroke Melrose
Lakeville Easton Scituate Nahant
Lancaster Foxborough Stoughton Natick
Littleton Franklin Tewksbury Newburyport
Mendon Hopedale Wilmington Norwood
Low-Income,Low-Density (9) Low-Income, Medium-Density (14) Low-Income, High-Density (30)
Carver Abington Beverly Methuen
Halifax Amesbury Boston Milford
Ipswich Avon Brockton Peabody
Kingston Ayer Cambridge Quincy
Middleborough Blackstone Chelsea Randolph
Millville Dracut Everett Revere
Plymouth Gloucester Framingham Salem
Shirley Holbrook Haverhill Saugus





































Amesbury 52 9 .1 249 New.(240U)
240.unit.multifamily.rental.using.40B,.housing.
and.mixed-use.in.other.subdistricts .
Belmont 1 .51 1 .5 18 New
Housing.only.-.15.townhomes,.2.single.family.
on.closed.church.complex.site .




















Dartmouth 41 23 319 New
Housing.and.retail.on.former.amusement.park.
site.–.former.40B.LIP .





Grafton 14 10 240 New
New.multifamily.and.mixed.use.housing.on.
remediated.site.of.old.mill.destroyed.by.fire .







































Lunenburg 9 9 204 New
204.housing.units.on.edge.of.town.on.former.
drive-in.site .




Marblehead N/A N/A 63 N/A N/A








N ..Reading 46 21 .7 434 New
406.rental.units.on.former.state.facility.site ...
Originally.proposed.as.406-unit.40B .
Northampton 16 .6 8 .8 156 New
156.units.on.a.portion.of.former.State.Hospital.
previously.designated.for.housing .
Norwood 0 .78 0 .75 15 Adaptive.reuse
Conversion.of.former.church.buildings.to.
15-unit.condominium .


































Source:.Ann.Verrilli.and.Jennifer.Raitt,.“The.Status.of.M .G .L ..Chapter.40R.in.Massachusetts:.Projects,.Trends,.and.Findings” ..Final.Draft.of.CHAPA.briefing.paper,.not.yet.available.for.distribution ..
Additional.information.added.by.the.Dukakis.Center.using.40R.data.provided.by.Concord.Square.Planning.&.Development,.Inc .
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